UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 04-6037

ANTHONY WASHI NGTCN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

RUFUS FLEM NG Regional Director; J. Halsey
HARRI S, Regi onal Gbudsman; EDDI E L. PEARSQON,
Chief Warden; DAVID B. EVERETT, Assistant
Warden of Operation and Security; JAMLA F.
BURNEY, Assistant Warden of Housing and
Prograns; RICK E. VWH TE, Senior Counselor;
M CHAEL SHAWN  EDWARDS, Chapl i n; RUFUS
ROBI NSON, Unit Manager; L. MJRPHY, Gievance
Coordi nator; SERGEANT PARHAM Correctional
Oficer; VR. APPEL, Regi st ered Nur se;
LI EUTENANT HAMLETTE; JOHN DOE, 1V; OFFICER
KELLY; SERGEANT Tl SCHLER,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at Norfolk. Raynmond A. Jackson, District
Judge. (CA-02-778)

Subm tted: August 26, 2004 Deci ded: Septenber 1, 2004

Before WDENER and SHEDD, Circuit Judges, and HAMLTQON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.



Ant hony Washi ngton, Appellant Pro Se. Philip Carlton Holl owell
OFFI CE OF THE ATTORNEY CGENERAL OF VIRA NIA, Richnond, Virginia;
John Davi d McChesney, Ashton Marie Jennette, RAWS & MCNELI S, P.C.,
Ri chnond, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Ant hony Washi ngt on seeks to appeal the district court’s
order di sm ssing the clains agai nst Def endant Appel in Washington’s
ongoing 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (2000) action. This court nay exercise
jurisdiction only over final orders, 28 U S. C § 1291 (2000), and
certain interlocutory and collateral orders, 28 US. C § 1292

(2000); Fed. R Gv. P. 54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial Indus. Loan

Corp., 337 U S. 541 (1949). The order Washi ngton seeks to appeal
is neither a final order nor an appealable interlocutory or
collateral order. Accordingly, we dismss the appeal for |ack of
jurisdiction. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



